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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Objections 

Claim 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: "wherein said bores 
for attaching" should be --wherein said bores are for attaching--. Appropriate correction 
is required. 

Claim 5 is objected to because of the following informalities: "wherein the body 
for attaching" should be -wherein the body is for attaching--. Appropriate correction is 
required. 

Claim 18 is objected to because of the following informalities: "with pulling jaws" 
should be -with said pulling jaws-. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

Claim 7 recites the limitation "the pivot bores" in line 2. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. The bores are set forth as "opposing 
bores" in claim 1 . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1,3-6,8-10,12,13 3(1(1 1 5-1 8 are rejected under 35U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Lincourt (3,610,022). Lincourt discloses a clamp accessory that attaches 
to a pull clamp comprising a base member (25) having a first end portion (26), a second 
end portion (27) and a wall (38 or 27A) disposed between the ends. The first end 
portion has a pair of opposing bores (28) for attaching the pull clamp by threaded sliding 
rods (20) attached with nuts and bolts. A body bore (35,26) is in the second end 
portion. Side walls (29) extend the length of the base (the base 25 has a width, the 
width section of the base is a side wall). A chain is applied at (41 ,42) for attachment to 
a pulling device. Regarding claims 12 and 13, wall (38) is slanted to the base ends and 
at least the middle of it is at a 45 degree angle thereto. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 2 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Lincourt (3,610,022) in view of Peters et al. (4,815,719). Lincourt does not disclose that 

the opposing bores are kidney-shaped. Peters teaches kidney-shaped bores in a first 

end of a clamp accessory (2). It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the 
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time of invention to provide kidney-shaped bores in Lincourt as taught by Peters in order 
to have a greater attachment area for the sliding rods. 

Claims 7,11 and 19-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Lincourt (3,610,022) in view of Jarman et al. (4,296,626). Lincourt 
discloses a clamp accessory that attaches to a pull clamp comprising a base member 
(25) having a first end portion (26), a second end portion (27) and a wall (38 or 27A) 
disposed between the ends. The first end portion has a pair of opposing bores (28) for 
attaching the pull clamp by threaded sliding rods (20) attached with nuts and bolts. A 
body bore (35,26) is in the second end portion. Side walls (29) extend the length of the 
base (the base 25 has a width, the width section of the base is a side wall). A chain is 
applied at (41,42) for attachment to a pulling device. Regarding claims 12 and 13, wall 
(38) is slanted to the base ends and at least the middle of it is at a 45 degree angle 
thereto. Lincourt does not disclose kidney shaped bores and a reinforcement plate. 
Jarman teaches a clamp accessory (82) having a central hole (168) and a kidney- 
shaped bore (188), the clamp accessory is a plate. It would have been obvious to one 
skilled in the art at the time of invention to provide Lincourt with various bolt hole 
patterns as taught by Jarman in order to provide different anchoring schemes 
depending upon pulling arrangements necessary for repair. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Ed Tolan whose 
telephone number is 571-272-4525, FAX paper should be sent to 571-273-8300. 



ED TOLAN 

EXAMINER 




